United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Addr«. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



.MED INVENTOR 



I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



John Werner Bulluck 



7590 07/02/2003 

O'KEEFE, EGAN & PETERMAN, L.L.P. 
Building C, Suite 200 
1101 Capital of Texas Highway South 
Austin, TX 78746 



SELLERS, ROBERT E 



PAPER NUMBER 



DATE MAILED: 07/02/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Advisory Action 



Application No. 

09/881,587 



Examiner 

Robert Sellers 



Applicant(s) 

BULLUCK ET AL. 



Art Unit 

1712 



„ Th0 MAILING DATE of this communic ation appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

tup qppi v p.. Pn 94 limp 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

SSnifflrallSwanfe; p?a limelySWcl o? AppL'l (with appeal fee); or (3) a timeiy filed Request for Cont.nued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) R The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. ■,.,,„„„ 
b □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever .s later. In no 

See MPEP 

706.07(f). hj h h tjti d 37 cfr 1 136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

^'7^ Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even ,f timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 

1 □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
5 □ The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See the attachment. 
6.D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 0 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)E will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-6, 8-i5and 88-100 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D Other: 

Robert Sellers 

Primary Examiner 
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The 35 U S C. 132 and 112. frst and second, paragraphs, rejections have been 

and 89 and the enablement for ,he proportion of .functional methacryla.e defined ,n 
cla , m s'land15se, f or t honpa g e,l i ne2 7 «opa 9 e10,l,ne2 b ase d on,hewe, 9 hto f 

the total formulation. 

The 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections are mainta.ned. The arguments filed 
Ju ne 24 2003 (Paper No. 12) have been considered but are unpersuasive. 

The compositions of European'500 and ,40 are equivalent with respectto the 

N N . di e,hy,-p,oluidine, and both parts include an alkylene glycol methacryla.e. 

The presence of theferrocene accelerator w,h the peroxide in European^ does not 

^r^d^^me^onofEu^^-nceni.anon^ve 

component which increases the cure rate which is no, repugnantto the equivalent 
two-part adhesive of European '540. 

The disclosure o, European '500 is not limited to any proportions o, addition 
polymerlzable .nyl monomer (page 2. lines 19-21 and page 3, lines 6-16). The 
teachings of reference are no, contort ,o the examples. A„hough a low concentration 
of13 .bu,ylene glycol dime,hacry,a,e and ,he presence of (meth)acrylate copolymer ,s 
exemplified (page 6, Example 3), ,he exhibited concentration and copolymer are not 
required. 
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European '540 espouses the use of from 1-60% by weigh, of an alkanedio, 
d.methacryla.e and shows as much as 40% by we.ght of ethyleneglyccl d.methacryiate 
(page 4 Example 9). The alkanedio, dimethacryiate is employed in both parts of a 
two -part adhesive contain.ng a peroxide in one part and N ,N-die,hyl-p-<oluidine in ,he 
second par, which is equivalent to the form of the two-part adhesive of European '500. 
The alkanediol dime,hacry,a,e of European '540 is used in an amount o, from 

1 -60% by weigh, which is effective as a crosslink monomer (page 2, lines 26-30). 

„ W0 u,d have been obvious ,o utilize ,he alkanedio, dimethacrylate o, European '600 

within the range of from f -60% by weight and 40% by weight in particular in order to 

optimize the crosslinks of the polymerized monomer mixture. 

Japanese 760 is directed to a two-part adhesive wherein one part contains a 
peroxide, the second par, comprises N,N-die.hyl- P -,olu,dine and both parts inciude a 
po ,ye,hylene glyco, di(me,h)acry,a,e which is equivalent in form ,o those of the 
European patents. There is no limitation as to the substrates to be adhered in the 
European patents. European '500 is open to the bonding of transparent substrates 
(page 1 , line 36 to page 2, line 1 ). European '540 embraces the adhering o, 
polycarbonates which is a common polymer for the formulation o, optical lenses. Thus, 
.he two-par, adhesives of the European patents are similarto that o, the Japanese 
patent based on the similar substrates to be bonded. 
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,t W ou«d have been obv.ous to use the polyethyleneglycol dl (meth)acry.ate of the 
Japanese patent at a level of from 1-60% by weight and 40% by weight in particular ,n 
order to optim.ze the crossl.nking of the polymer.zed monomer mixture. 
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